The Superpowers and the Middle East
the end of 1948 and reached its climax within four years. The So-
viet Union charged that Israel had turned out to be a "tool" of the
United States. But apart from this accusation, factors of global
strategy and intensification of the "cold war" were responsible
for the change in Soviet attitude towards Israel.
The newly formed Jewish state did not get even a "breathing
spell" for Arab retaliation against it took place almost imme-
diately after its formation was announced. On 15 May 1948,
the armies of Egypt, Lebanon, Syria, Iraq and Jordan invaded
Israel and a full scale war immediately erupted. The armies of
the Arab states, with the exception of the British trained Jordan's
Arab Legion, were however ignominiously defeated by the
Israelis. The Soviet government was indignant about this "act of
aggression*' against Israel and called upon the Arab governments
to desist12 Initially, at least, the Soviet Union had shared the
attitude of the United States toward Israel and, indeed, the latter5s
survival in the war against the Arabs was due in a large measure
to the arms which was supplied to her from Soviet dominated
Czechoslovakia.13 The United States was also greatly perturbed
and used her influence through the United Nations to halt the
12	The official Soviet attitude at the time was that the Arab war against
Israel had been an act of aggression. But after 1950, when relations with
Israel had deteriorated, a different version was adopted: the reactionary
governments of both Israel and the Arab countries, instigated by Anglo-
American imperialism, had been responsible for the 1948 war.   In 1957,
following the extension of Soviet influence in Egypt and other Arab states,
yet another version was given currency: Israel had been the attacker in
1948, taking advantage of the weakness of the young Arab national move
meat.   Ibid.
13	The Arab States later bitterly remarked xkat there was no opposition
from the West to the supply of Czech arms to Israel, but in 1955 when
the Czech arms deal was concluded with Egypt, there was an uproar ib
Hie West.   Richard EL Nolle aad Wffliam R. Polk, Toward a Policy for
Middle East", Fwign Affairs, July, 1958, p. 654,
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